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Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria VA 22313-1450 
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Sir: 

In response to the Final Office action dated April 19, 2007, Applicant would like to 
request a pre-appeal panel review of the application. 

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 2 of this paper. 
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 
Claims 1-14 and 16-26 are pending in the present application. 

This request is in response to the Final Office Action mailed April 19, 2007. In the Final 
Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-14, 16-25 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Applicant 
respectfully traverses the rejections and submits that the Examiner has not established a prima 
facie case of obviousness. 

Pre-appeal panel review of the application in light of the remarks/arguments made herein 
is respectfully requested. 

There are several clear errors in the Examiner's rejections and arguments. 

1. Lakshman merelv discloses filter rules, not an admission policv as claimed: 
Applicant refers to the response filed January 29, 2007, page 12. Among other things, 

Applicant submits that the filter merely performs a point-location in a multi-dimensional space. 
Point-location is not related to differentiated service levels. Furthermore, they are not 
dynamically created or removed. 

2. Barzilai merelv discloses a staticallv compiled packet filter, not a classifier as claimed: 
Applicant refers to the response filed January 29, 2007, pages 12-13. Among other 

things, Applicant submits that the filters are merely used to classify packets based on the RSVP 
flow which is uniquely identified by the 5-tuple (protocol, src address, src port, dst address, dst 
port), not having criteria corresponding to an admission policy related to differentiated service 
levels. 

3. Barzilai merelv discloses dvnamic code generation, not dvnamically creating and 
removing the filters: 

Applicant refers to the response filed January 29, 2007, page 13. Among other things. 
Applicant submits that the code of the packet filter is dynamically compiled, not the filter being 
dynamically created and removed. 

4. Gai merelv discloses applving the prescribed policv or service treatments to the given 
traffic flow, not dvnamicallv creating and removing the filters: 

Applicant refers to the response filed January 29, 2007, pages 13-14, supported by 
arguments presented on pages 7-10. Among other things. Applicant submits that: (1) a policy or 
service treatments is not equivalent to a filter, (2) "applying" is not the same as "creating" or 
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"removing", and (3) a "prescribed" policy means that the policy has been fixed and cannot be 
dynamically created or removed. 

5. The Examiner mis-applied official notice in rejecting claims 12 and 26: 
Applicant refers to the response filed January 29, 2007, pages 14-15. Among other 
things, Applicant submits that the Examiner fails to present a technical line of reasoning to show 
the official notice that controller dynamically removing a filter based on time of day is clear and 
unmistakable. In addition, Applicant submits that the Examiner mis-read Boon . 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the Review Panel render a decision 
allowing the application. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant respectfully requests the Review Panel render a decision allowing the 
application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 



Dated: July 18, 2007 




Thinh V. Nj 
Reg. No. 42,034 

Tel.: (714) 557-3800 (Pacific Coast) 



12400 Wilshire Boulevard, Seventh Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90025 
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as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Trademark Office. 

Commissioner for Patents, PO Box 1450, 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, / 

/ July 18, 2007 

Date: July 18, 2007 Tu Nguyen 7/ A Date 
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